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PRELIMINARY NOTICE. 



London, June 9th, 1852. 

The following Correspondence with The Honour- 
able the Board of Trade, and The Right Honour- 
able the Chairman of Committees of the House of 
Lords, is published with the view of calling the ge- 
neral attention to a system of legislation, — equally 
hostile to the agricultural, manufacturing, and mer- 
cantile interests of the country — legalising as it does 
a regular, system of combination between Canalaand 
Railways. 

By these combinations, formed avowedly for the 
purpose of raising the charges on aU transit through- 
out the country, the Canal communications of Bri- 
tain are being gradually closed up to the Public 
located on these lines of Navigation — whether 
manufacturers, producers, or consumers,— or pri- 
vate carriers or traders using these formerly open 
lines of transit for the purposes of traffic — by the 
unfair imposition of prohibitive tolls, ^xed by or 
arranged with the combining Railways. 

The' wholesome competition between Canals and 
Railways — the great benefit of the Railway system 
—and to obtain which for the Public Railway 
Companies were incorporated by Parliament, and 
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the London and Birmingham Railway Covipany and the 
Proprietors of the Birmingham Canal Navigation, and for 
granting certain powers to the said respective Companies,'' 
the entire control, indeed, the absolute property of the 
Birmingham Canal, was transferred to the Directors of the 
London and North-Western Railway Company. By this 
Act (obtained at the sole risk and cost of the London and 
North-Western Railway Company) the power oi fixing the 
tolls on the Birmingham lines of Canal was given to the 
Railway Directors, and all power to lay out monies in the 
extension or improvement of their navigation was taken 
from the Canal Directors. In return, the Railway Com- 
pany undertook to guarantee the dividends of the Canal 
shareholders*. 

The result has been such as might have been predicted. 
From a link in the chain of water communication con- 
necting the important district of Birmingham and its vici- 
nity, Staffordshire, Worcestershire, and the North, with 
London and the South, the Birmingham Canal has been 
converted into a barrier to that communication. The tolls 
exacted on that navigation are imposed in the view of ex- 
tinguishing traffic, not of obtaining revenue. Were the 
tolls on the other Canals forming the water route from 
the Birmingham district and beyond to London and the 
South, the same as on the Birmingham Canal, all transit 
by the water route must be at an end. 

At the period when the Act before referred to was being 
promoted, the separate Railways, now bearing the title of 
the London and North-Western Railway Company, had 
not been amalgamated. The bill authorising this amalga- 
mation passed into a law a few days previous to the Bir- 
mingham Canal Act. 

* The transaction is a most gross fraud on the Public, sanctioned 
by the Board of Trade, and legalised by Parliament under the cover 
of tk fictitious title. 
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By these Acts, the London and North- Western Railway 
Company obtained not only an undivided and unfettered 
line of Railway, connecting Liverpool, Manchester, Bir- 
mingham^ and the North, with London and the South, 
but the entire control of the Birmingham lines of Canal, 
the most important link in the chain of the rival water 
route connecting those localities*. 

The tariff of Railway and Canal tolls and charges, au- 
thorised by the two Acts referred to, indicates plainly the 
objects the Railway Company had in view when they un- 
dertook to promote the Canal Act, and to guarantee the 
dividend to the Canal Proprietors. The tolls which they there- 
by obtained power to perpetuate on the lines of the Birming- 
ham Canaly are, in many cases, double and treUe the entire 
freigkt chargeakiU on the rival and parallel Railway route. 

While on coal conveyed by Railway to London and the 
South, the total parliamentary freight (toll, motive power, 
and wagons) is seven-eighths of a penny per ton per mile; 
and while the Railway Company are conveying coal to 
London and the South at a halfpenny per ton per mile 
for toll and motive power, forty per cent, under the parlia- 
mentary charges; and while they acknowledge a great pro- 
fit on this traffic, — ^they continue to exact twopence, three- 
halfpence, and a penny per mile as toU alone on coal con- 
veyed along the parallel Birmingham Canal. It is the 
same with the Railway charges on iron, bricks, and every 
description of traffic. The Birmingham Canal toUs are 
imposed and maintained by the London and North-Western 
Railway Company wiih the sole view of swamping the rival 
Canal route, and estahlishing a monopoly of transit in fa- 
vour of their own Railway, 

The arrangement between the London and North-West- 
ern Railway and the Shropshire Union Canals being of a 
character similar to that before descrlbetl with the Bir- 

* Appendix, Note A. 
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tningham Canal Company, and applied to the same pur- 
poses, I will not trouble you with any details in that mat- 
ter, but proceed to another example of the great evils and 
gross injustice produced by the transfer of a link in aWater 
course to a competing Railway. 

The Grand Trunk or Trent and Mersey Canal forms a 
most important link of sixty-eight miles in length in the 
chain of water communication, which connects Stafford- 
shire and its Potteries, — Cheshire and its Sltlt Mines, — 
Lancashire and its Wigan Coal District^ — and Manchester 
and Liyerpool — ^with London and the South. Under the 
authority of Parliament, this navigation has been trans- 
ferred to the North Staffordshire Railway Company. The 
consequence has been, that every possible impediment, in 
the shape of prohibitive toUs &c, is thrown in the way of 
the general Canal traffic, where such traffic is in compe- 
tition with the North Staffordshire or any connecting Rail- 
way with which the Directors of the North Staffordshire 
Railway are in alliance. 

Having, as Chairman of the Grand Junction Canal Com- 
mittee of Management, concluded traffic agreements with 
nearly all the Canal navigations forming links in the 
chain of water route connecting the Districts already 
named with London and the South, I proposed to Mr. 
Ricardo, the Chairman of the North Staffordshire Rail- 
way Company, to enter into a similar arrangement as re- 
garded the Trent and Mersey Canal 

As the terms I offered were strictly reciprocal, with 
participation in all the agreements I had entered into 
with the intervening Navigations, I expected to conclude 
an immediate and amicable arrangement — ^I was disap- 
pointed. — Mr. Ricardo declined to treat, saying, thai he 
was then negotiating with the London and North-Western 
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Railway Directors; and tUl this negotiation was conclud- 
ed, he would do nothing as to the tolls or traffic of the 
Trent and Mersey Canal. 

The London and North-Western Railway Company not 
having then engaged in the coal trade, I pointed out to 
Mr. Ricardo the great advantages of a general arrange- 
ment of Canal tolls on the gas coal from the Wigan dis- 
trict, so as to permit its being sent to London and the 
South, thereby giving a new revenue to the Canals, and 
supplying a most superior article for the production of gas 
to the manufacturers and consumers. Mr. Ricardo de- 
clined my proposal; alleging, "that if such a traffic was 
set on foot, the boats returning from London and the South 
would seriously inter/ere with the traffic freights charged 
hy the London and North-Western Railway Company on 
supplies brought to the consumers of Staffordshire, Cheshire, 
and Lanmshiref* 

The same objection applied to any modification of the 
Trent and Mersey Canal tolls on salt. The negotiation was 
broken off; and the "Wigan coal owners and the Cheshire 
salt masters are prevented, by means of prohibitive tolls 
on the Trent and Mersey Canal, from sending these neces- 
sary and all-important articles by Canal to London and the 
South, lest, by so doing, they should obtain a reduction on 
the freight charges on the traffic brought from London and 
ike South, for the support of their workmen and the prose- 
cution of their businesses. 

Mr. Ricardo, shortly after the meeting referred to, con- 
cluded an agreement with the London and North-Western 
Railway Company; by one of the stipulations of which the 
North Staffordshire Railway Company are bound to impose 
the highest parliamentary, in fact, prohibitive, tolls on the 
Trent and Mersey Canal traffic to London*. 

* Appendix, Note B. 
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The direct evils before described, originating in the re- 
fusal of parliamentary committees to permit Canal Com- 
panies to appear and oppose enactments, as unjust to Canals 
as they are injurioua to the public interest, are not only 
rapidly extending, but are now being can*ied out, inde- 
pendent ofaU parliamentary control. 

Possessed of independent Canal Navigations, Railway 
Companies now apply the General Canal Acts of 1845, in 
direct perversion of their expressed intentions^ into a means 
of destroying Canal traffic and revenue; and, instead of 
^^ promoting competition for the benefit of the pvhlic,*' using 
the powers in these Acts as the means of establishing a 
pwre monopoly for Railway transit. 

Last year, the London and North- Western, the Midland, 
the Lancashire and Yorkshire, and — ^the East Lancashire 
Railway Companies, purchased &om the Leeds and Liver- 
pool Canal Company their boats, horses, and carrying es- 
tablishment, and bound themselves to pay to the Canal 
Proprietors an annuity of cf 41,860, as an equivalent for 
the tolls levied on the principal articles of traffic carried 
along their navigation; the counter condition being an un- 
dertaking by the Leeds and Liverpool Canal Company to 
doiMe and triple the Canal tolls on the articles in question. 

The arrangement is carried out under the fiction of a 
lease of the tolls of the Leeds and Liverpool Canal to the 
four Railway Companies in question, as representing 
Ca/nais transferred to them by parliamentary enactments*. 
The real object of the agreement is, the establishment of 
a monopoly of carriage in favour of the contracting Rail- 
ways, by closing up the Leeds and Liverpool Canal, not 



* The Canal which the Midland Eailway Company represent in 
this leaAC, is the Ashby-de-la-Zouch Canal ; between ^hich and the 
Leeds and Liverpool Canal there is neither connection nor traffic, 
nor by jiossibiliiy could any such exist. 
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only as a ^ater route between Leeds and Liverpool, but 
as a link in the chain of water route connecting the East 
and West coasts of England. 

To attain this object (so disastrous to the country and 
the public), the contracting Railway Companies are con- 
tented to bear a large annual loss on their respective pro* 
portions of the Canal rent, indemnifying themselves to an 
extent enormously greater by the extinction of all compe* 
tition, and by a great increase on the freights charged to 
the public 

But for a stipulation absolutely iniquitous, the rent 
of ^41,860 would be a total loss to the contracting Rail^ 
way& There are several localities, and various manufac* 
tones on the line of the Leeds and Liverpool Canal which 
are removed from and possess no access to the Rail- 
ways. The inhabitants of these localities and the propri- 
etors of these works arc mulcted in the high Canal tolls, 
and the sums so taken from them are allowed to the con- 
tracting Railways as in part of the annuity they pay, in 
name of rent, to the Canal Company. 

Herewith you have copy of a letter from myself to Thomas 
Mason, Esq., Chairman of the Leeds and Liverpool Canal 
Company, with the full details of the arrangement referred 
to, and my dissent from the same as a proprietor of the 
Leeds and Liverpool Canal*. 

No one, I should imagine, can deny the absolute and 
immediate necessity of stopping the further progress, and 
remedying acts so unjust, and evils so monstrous, as those 
before described. 

All the great Railway Companies are now in Parlia- 
ment, seeking new and additional powers and privileges ; 
a more suitable opportunity may not again occur. The 

* A copy of that Letter will be found in the Appendix (C). 
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Board of Trade has thus an opportunity to obtain full and 
complete remedies, whereby to prevent monopoly, encour- 
age wholesome competition, and protect the puUic against 
extortions so gross as those before described. 

If I might be allowed to suggest an easy, and, as ap- 
pears to me, an unobjectionable remedy, it would be, that 
the Board of Trade should originate and carry through 
Parliament an Act establishing a uniform through rate of 
toU on all Canals forming links in any general line of water 
communication, whether these Canals have been trans- 
ferred to Railways or have entered into arrangements with 
these rival routes similar to that of the Leeds and Liver- 
pool Canal, or whether they continue independent and un- 
fettered navigations. 

In many of the transfers of Canals to Railways, au- 
thority, more or less, has been reserved for the interfer- 
ence of the Board of Trade or some Government officers. 
As regards independent navigations, provided the through 
toll is made low enough to enable Canal Companies and 
their traders to meet legitimate Railway competition, they 
can have no right to complain of an interference with tolls 
which (hey can only obtain by an illegal combination with 
rival RailwaySy unjust and injurious to the public, and 
ruinous, in the end, to the contracting parties themselves*. 

For myself, as a Canal proprietor interested in very 
many of the British Canal Navigations, I would not object 
to a revision and reduction of the internal tolls on every 
Canal in which I am a proprietor; but the evils here are 
local and partial, and the call for interference is weak as 
compared with that in the case I have now laid down ; I 

* To continue to a Canal Company a power to exact tolls on tbeir 
navigation greater than tiie gross freights or charges on the parallel 
and shorter line of rival Railway, is no boon, — it merely permits 
combinations against the public such as those already described. 
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am besides persuaded, that the effects of the general re* 
medy I propose, if carried out, would be so obyioosly ad- 
vantageous, that the principle would be soon applied to 
each separate CanaL 

I hope that the statement now sent may be thought de- 
serving of the attention of the Board of Trade, and that 
an early remedy of the evils pointed out may be applied. 

As the Bills promoted in Parliament by the Railways 
before mentioned are considerably advanced in their pro- 
gress, al^d as all interference for self-protection has again, 
in this Session, been denied to Canal Companies by the 
parliamentary authorities, an immediate consideration of 
the subject is most desirable, and indeed imperative, for 
the interest of the public, and in justice to independent 
Canal Navigations. I am, &c., 

Thomas Qbahahe. 



Thb Secretary of The Board of Trade to Thomas 

Grahame, Esq, 

Railway Departmenty Board of Trade, 
Whitehall, April 6ih, 1852. 

Sir, — I have been directed by the Lords of the Com- 
mittee of Privy Council for Trade to acknowledge the re- 
ceipt of your letter of the 2nd inst., with inclosures, hav- 
ing reference to the internal communications of the coun- 
try by means of Canals and Railways, and to inform you 
that my Lords are not prepared to bring before Parliament 
any general measure to establish an uniform through rate 
of toll on all Canals forming links in any general line of 
water communication. 

My Lords direct me, however, to inform you, that, in all 
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cases in which, by any Bills now before Parliament, any Rail- 
way Company proposes to take powers with reference to a 
Canal, my Lords have felt it their duty to call the attention 
of the Chairman of Committees of the House ofLordSy a/nd the 
Chairman of Ways and Means of the Hovse of Commons^ to 
the objects oftheBiU, with a view to the insertion in the^n of 
such provisions as may seem necessary to secure the interests 
of tJie public, I am, Sir, your obedient Servant, 

J. L. A. Simmons, 

Capt Roy. Eng, 



T. Grahams, Esq., to The Right Hon, The President of 

The Board of Trade. 

Hatton Hall, April 14f&, 1852. 

Sir, — I have had the honour of Captain Simmons' let- 
ter of the 6th inst., communicating the Resolution of the 
Board on the subject of my letter of the 2nd. 

Captain Simmons informs me, that their Lordships are 
not prepared to originate any general measure for esta- 
blishing an uniform through rate of toll on Canals forming 
links in any general line of water communication; "but 
" that they have felt it their duty to call the attention 
*' of the Chairmen of Committees in both Houses to all 
'^ Bills now before Parliament, in which Railway Compa- 
" nies seek powers with regard to Canals, with a view to 
*' Ae insertion of such provisions as rhay seem necessary 
^^ for securing the interests of the public." 

I have to express my thanks for the attention which my 
former communication has received, and my satisfaction 
that the Board have had under their consideration the 
evils which it pointed out, and that they have taken some 
means to remedy them. 

But I may be permitted most rcj^pectfijlly to express my 
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conviction, that, unless some more stringent remedy be 
adopted than a mere recommendation to Committees up- 
on individual Bills directly affecting Canals, the system- 
catic injustice to the pvMic, of which I pointed out a few 
crying instances, will be continued, if not increased. And 
I think that the Board cannot but feel that such is likely 
to be the case, when it is remembered, in the first place, 
that the grievances to which I alluded were all legalised 
by Parliament in the face of a Report of a Select Com- 
mittee of the House of Commons (6th of May, 1846), point- 
ing out the necessity of watching and preventing the amal- 
gamations which rendered those grievances practicable; 
and, secondly, that so many of the most important trunk 
Canals have already fallen under the entire control of 
Railway Companies, that no fwrther special powers are 
now likely to be sought from Parliament in regard to them, 

I have had some experience of the effect which is given 
by Committees to recommendations similar to those which 
you propose ; and I have found that, except where these are 
enforced by the exertions and argwments of parties interested 
in the restdt^ the promoters have generally succeeded in in- 
ducing the Committees to believe that there are specialties 
in their case which take it out of the general rule laid down. 

The principle of my suggestion was, the enactment of a 
through and non-prohibitive toll upon all Canals formitig 
part of any trunk line of communication* ; whether that 
toll should likewise be an uniform one may depend upon 
the facilities afforded to the public by each separate navi-< 
gation and other circumstances; and if the difficulty of 

* Except in the view of a combination with competing Bailways, 
the principle of a Through Toll would be advocated by all Canal Di- 
rectors. A Through Toll, keeping the Canal route open to individual 
competition, prevents such combinations. On this account, the pre- 
sent Chairman of the Grand Junction Canal Company not only ob- 
jects to the principle of a Through Toll, but states his intention of 
opposing the measure at the Board of Trade. 
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dealing with such details be considered too great to be 
encountered in any general measure, I would humbly press 
upon your consideration the expediency of taking advan- 
tage of the appearance in Parliament of Railway Compa- 
nies seeking farther powers of any kind, to inquire into 
the use or abuse of thme which they have already obtained^ 
and to redress those injuries which ihey may be found to 
have inflicted upon the ptMic. 

In conclusion, allow me to state, that, as the Board ap- 
pear to be satisfied of the importance of the subject which 
I haye brought under your notice, I trust they will, if dis- 
approving of the remedy which I have suggested, adopt 
some other not less efficacious or immediate, for the re- 
moval of an admitted and urgent grievance. 
I have the honour to be, Sir, 

Your most obedient, humble servant, 
(Signed) Thomas Grahamb. 



The Secbbbtaat of Thb Boabd of Tbade to 
Thomas Gbahamb, Esq. 

Railway Department, Board of Trade, 

Whitehall, April 21«^, 1852. 

Sib, — I am directed, by the Lords of the Committee of 

Privy Council for Trade to acknowledge the receipt of 

your letter of the 14th inst., on the subject of tolls on 

Canals connected with Railways. 

I am. Sir, 

Your obedient servant, 

J. L. A. Simmons, 

Capt Roy, Engrs. 
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The subject treated in the foregoing Correspondence having 
been referred to the Right Hon. the Chairman of Com- 
mittees of the House of Lords, Ifdt called on, in further- 
ance of the important object I had in view, to commu- 
viccUe with his Lordship on the subject The following 
is a Copy of my Correspondence with the noble Lord. 



II. COKRESPONDENCE OF T. GRAHAME, Esq., WITH 
THE RIGHT HON. THE CHAIRMAN OF COMMITTEES 
OF THE HOUSE OF LORDS. 



T. Grahams, Esq., to The Right Hon. Lord Redesdale. 

Hatton Hall, Wellingborough. 
May I2ih, 1852. 

My Lord, — I take the liberty of submitting to your 
Lordship copy of a Correspondence with The Right Hon. 
the President of the Board of Trade, on the subject 
of the laws which now regulate the tolls and charges on 
Canals and Railways, the two great competing routes for 
British inland transit 

I should not have considered myself warranted to trou- 
ble your Lordship on this matter, had I not been informed 
by the Honourable Board of Trade, that, " My Lords had 
felt it their duty to call the attention of your Lordship, 
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QA Chairman of Committees of the House of Lords/' to the 
evils stated in my letter, " with a view to obtain the in- 
sertion, in future Railway Bills, of provisions necessary to 
secure the interests of the public " against these evils. 

In the face of a much stronger recommendation (the 
Report of a Select Committee of the House of Commons, 
May 6, 1846), the private Committees of Parliament have 
sanctioned, whUe the Honourable tiie Board of Trade did 
not consider it their duty to resist, enactments which your 
Lordship is now called on to prevent in the interest of the 
pMio. 

How your Lordship is to judge or do justice in a cattse 
bearing on three distinct interests — of the Public— of 
Canals — and of Railways — a cause where the appointed 
guardians of the public, the Honourable Board of Trade, 
dedine to interfere, — while the guardians of the Canal in- 
terest are 9A>so]\kU\j prohibited from appearing, — and where 
the Railway interest are alone permitted to state their 
case — I do not pretend to say. 

I can only submit the accompanying documents to your 

Lordship, and suggest that, till full relief of the evils 

pointed out is secured, no Act, with additional powers or 

privileges, should be conferred on Railway Corporations, 

unless accompanied with ike insertion of a m^st explicit and 

ample provision, giving to Parliament, the Board of Trade, 

the Attomey-Oeneral, or some impartial tribunal, the fullest 

power to amend and relieve the evils complained of; and Aus 

to prevent any link or links in Canal or Water communication 

from being converted to purposes the very reverse of those 

for which the Proprietors were incorporated, and obtained 

from the Legislature the right to interfere with private pro^ 

perfy. 

Such a clause, though it effects no immediate relief to 
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the Public, leaves the question of such relief an open one 
for inquiry. 

I have the honor to be, my Lord, 

Your most obedient Servant, 

Thomas Grahaxb. 

List of Letters whereof Copies are sent. 

lei. Letter: Thomas Grahame to The Honourable The Ftesident of 

The Board of Trade, 2nd April, 1852. 
2nd. Beply : Captain J. L. A. Simmons, by Order of the Board, 6th 

April, 1852. 
Zrd. Letter: Thomas Grahame to The Honourable The President of 

The Board of Trade, 14th April, 1852. 
4M. Reply: Captain J. L. A. Simmons, by Order of the Board, 20th 

April, 1852. 



The Right Hon. Lord Redesdalb to T. Grahame, Esq. 

Park Place, May i7thy 1852. 

Sir, — ^I beg to acknowledge the receipt of your letter 
and inclosures. 

You state as your reason for addressing me, that the 
Board of Trade have informed you, that they have called 
my attention to the evils stated in your letters to them, 
" with a view to obtain the insertion in future Railway 
Bills of provisions necessary to secure the interests of the 
Public/' In making this quotation you have omitted the 
very important words which precede it in their letter to 
you, viz. " in all cases in which by any Bills now be/ore 

c 
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Parlianieiit any Railway Company proposes to take pow- 
ers with reference to a Canal." 

As I presume that you have been led to imagine that it 
is in my power to correct, or at all events to abate, a great 
portion of the evil of which you complain, I request you 
will observe that no opportunity is likely to arise, of which 
I could avail myself of your suggestions, inasmuch as the 
mischief has been effected long agoy and there is no Bill 
now before Parliament to which they apply; and farther, 
I must remark, that, to be effectual^ the remedy m^vst be 
applied generally; and that it would be impossible to intro- 
duce a general remedy into particular Billa 
I am, Sir, 

Your obedient servant, 

(Signed) Redesdale. 



T. Gbahame, Esq., to The Rigid Hon, Lord Redesdale. 

Walter's Hotel, Upper Southwick Street, 
Hyde Park, April 20ih, 1852. 

Mt Lord, — ^I have the honour of your Lordship's letter 
of the 17th, forwarded to me from the country. 

The notice from the Honourable Board of Trade to your 
Lordship is no doubt limited to Bills now before Parlia- 
ment; but the London and North*Western, the Midland, 
the North Staffordshire, and other great Railway Compa- 
nies have now Bills before Parliament seeking extension of 
their powers, and new and important privileges. 

By established rule and precedent, they are there/ore sub- 
jected to the /idlest Parliamentary control. 
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In these circumstances, I cannot do the Honourable 
Board of Trade the injustice to imagine, that, acknowledg- 
ing as they do the existence of the evils complained of, 
their remedy is to be limited to the protection of the Pub- 
lic against the future extension of these evils, — while they 
decline to seek the cure of similar evils now inflicted on 
the Public by the great Railway Companies already named. 

Unless your Lordship is assured that such is the inten- 
tion of the Honourable Board of Trade, I would humbly 
press on your Lordship the propriety, indeed the impera- 
tive necessity, that no grant of new powers or privileges 
should be conceded by Parliament to the Great Railway 
Companies referred to, unless accompanied by a provision 
giving to some impartial tribunal the fiiUest power to in- 
quire into and correct the evils and injustice complained 
of 

Such a clause is indeed called for — ^in the public inter- 
est it decides nothing — it merely guards the future remedy 
o{ acknowledged evils and abuses against preliminary or 

technical objection. 

(Signed) Thomas Grahams. 



The Right Hon, Lord Rbdesdale to T. Geahamb, Eeq. 

Park Place, May 22nd, 1852. 

Sib, — You still misquote* the notice from the Board of 
Trade, which directs my attention, not to all Bills now be- 
fore Parliament, but to such only as take powers relating 
to Canala 

* I think Lord Bedeadale is in mistake in using this word. In 
the Appendix will be fonnd a letter firom myself to the noble Lord, 
which I trust may have relieved me in his opinion from the charge 
of " misquotation." See Appendix (D). 

C 2 
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You little know the duties and business of my over- 
worked office, if you suppose that it would be possible for 
me to travel out of the matters which actually come before 
me. This session I have the details of about 250 Local 
and Personal Bills to revise, beside the Estate Bills; and 
if I was to open questions of general policy, other than 
sach as are directly treated in the measures before me, I 
could not settle them satisfactorily either to myself or 
others, without neglecting those matters which are pecu- 
liarly placed under my charge by the House. If any Bill 
contains powers relating to a Canal, I can inquire into the 
policy of any proposed alteration, and determine as to the 
necessity of change in former enactments, if I receive pro- 
per information ; but I neither could nor would undertake 
to settle a question of general policy, on which the Board 
of Trade itself does not appear to have formed any very 
decided opinion, on a Bill relating, perhaps, to a single 
line of navigation, on which, of course, I could only com- 
mand limited information. If the subject had been iin- 
derstood, and the consequences foreseen long ago, and the 
attention of the late Chairman of Committees* of the 
House of Lords directed to it from the first, provision 
might have been made in each case, to prevent the abuse 
complained of, when the powers were originally granted. 
If anything is to be done now of a general and immediate 
character to remedy the evil, it must be undertaken by the 
Government. 

I am. Sir, 

Your obedient Servant, 

Redesdale. 

* The attention of the Board of Trade was 8i)eciall7 called to this 
important matter by Sir Francis Head, Bart., then Chairman of the 
Grand Junction Canal Company, in a letter dated 24th October, 1845. 
Sir Francis* letter to the Honourable Board seems to have met with 
the same attention as the present Correspondence. 
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Fnyni the difference in the views entertained by Lord Redes^ 
dale and myedf as to Ae intentions of the Board of 
Trade, as exp^*essed in their notice to his Lordshi^p, I ad- 
dressed thefoUowinff Letter to The Right Hon. The Pre- 
sident of ^lat Board, accompanied by a Copy of the fore* 
going Correspondence. 



T. Gbahame, Esq., to The Right Hon. The Pbesident of 

The Boabd of Trade. 

Walter's Hotel, Upper Soutliwick Street, 
Hyde Park, May 25th, 1852. 

Sir, — I beg leave to hand you copy correspondence 
between myself and the Right Honourable the Chairman 
of the Committees of the House of Lords, on the subject of 
the communication from your Right Honourable Board' to 
his Lordship, calling his attention to the relief of the Pub- 
lic from the evils referred to in our late correspondence. 

I trust Lord Redesdale is mistaken as to the meaning of 
your Right Honourable Board in the communication re- 
ferred to; and that it is the desire of the Board not only to 
check the extension of the evils complained of, but to use 
every legitimate opportunity to obtain for the Public s.fuU^ 
relief o{ those evils so far as in active operation. If I am 
correct, no time should be lost in so informing his Lord- 
ship. 

I hope I may be permitted to call the attention of your 
Right Honourable Board to the observations of the Chair- 
man of the Committees of the House of Lords on the sub- 
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ject of our correspondence. As his Lordship most correct- 
ly observes: — " To he effectual, the remedy of the evils refer- 
red to should be genercdy and must be undertaken by Oovern- 
ment" 

Intrusted, as the Right Honourable Board over which 
you preside is, with the protection of the agricultural, — 
manufacturing, — and commercial interests of this country, 
that Board seems the natural source whence such a mea- 
sure should originate. In the particular circumstances of 
this case, your Right Honourable Board is imperatively 
called upon to allow no delay in a measure so necessary. 

In the year 1846, through the influence and by the de- 
cision of your predecessors in office, the London and Bir- 
mingham, the Grand Junction, the Manchester and Bir- 
mingham, the Liverpool and Manchester, and other lines 
of Railway, were, in the face of a most powerful opposition, 
amalgamated and placed under one general management, 
obtaining thereby a united control and monopoly over 
the lines of Railway connecting London, Birmingham, 
Liverpool, Manchester, the West, Midland, and Northern 
Counties of England; the conditions, exacted by your 
Right Honourable Board from the amalgamated Railways 
being the concession of a tariff of reduced Railway duirges 
to the Public, the most important, a reduced charge on coal 
traffic. 

At this period there existed, between the towns and 
districts in question, an independent though wnarnalga'- 
moled chain of Canal communication; but in the same 
year your Right Honourable Board assented to an Act. 
whereby the Railways, thus amalgamated under your au- 
thority, obtained the entire control of one of the most im- 
portant links of this independent chain of water communi- 
cation — ^the Birmingham lines of Canal — ^and this without 
a single provision assimilating the Canal tolls to the Rail- 
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VTBj charges, but giving the Amalgamated Railways a pow- 
er to exact and continue the then parliamentary tolls on 
the Canals, double and triple the charges imposed under 
f/our agreement with the Amalgamated Baiiwaye, 

In the same year, and with the assent of your Right 
Honourable Board, another most important link of the 
same water communication — ^the Trent and Mersey Canal 
— ^was given over to the North Staffordshire Railway Com- 
pany, with a similar power in respect of the tolls on that 
Navi^tion. These arrangements were authorised and per- 
mitted by your Right Honourable Board, not only in spite 
of most urgerU representations from the Canal Companies 
affected^ but in direct opposition to the recommendation 
of a Select Committee of the House of Commons, appointed 
to inquire into the propriety and effects of agreements be- 
tween Canals and Railways; and the result has been as 
might be expected. 

While the alleged admntages to the Public, obtained by 
your Right Honourable Board in 1846, as regards the re- 
duction of the tariff of Railway charges, turns out a m^e 
delusion, — (the Amalgamated Railways conveying coal to 
London and the South at a third less than the price your 
Right Honourable Board demanded as the price of your 
consent to their amaigamution, and declaring this traffic to 
be most remunerative) — ^they continue, under the powers 
they possess over the Birmingham lines of Canal, a tariff 
of toU rates, double, triple, and quadruple the charges on 
their parallel and rival line of Rail. 

The same system has been permitted to be, and is pur- 
sued, on the Trent and Mersey Canal by the North Staf- 
fordshire Railway Company, under whose control, with 
the assent of your Right Honourable Board, that Naviga- 
tion has been placed. 
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I take the coal traffic as a mere example ; it is the same, 
more or less, with every article of inland transit 

Had the enactments referred to ema/natedjrom a Board 
qfltailway Directors, equally regardless of justice to aU rival 
and competing routes^ and of the rights and interests ofAe 
PubUc, coidd they have been different from ffiose above re- 
hearsedt 

While I am far firom attributing any motives other than 
the most well-intentioned to your predecessors at your 
Bight Honourable Boards I submit to you whether, in jus- 
tice to the independent Canal interests, as well as in pro* 
tection of the Public, immediate measures in the view of 
remedying the evils complained of are not an imperative 
duty on your Right Honourable Board. 

I have the honor to be, Sir, 

Your most obedient Servant, 

Thomas Grahame. 
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Before publishing tlie foregoing Correspond- 
ence I applied for, and instantly obtained, tbe as- 
sent of The Right Honourable the Chaibman of the 
Committees of the House of Lords. I subse- 
quently obtained a similar assent from the Honour- 
able The Board of Trade. In the note conmiuni- 
cating this assent, the conditions, necessary to be 
fulfilled before the Honourable Board mean to in- 
terfere in redress of the grievances complained of, 
are given ; these are as follows : — " That it appears 
^ from examination of the Acts of Parliament by 
' which such powers have been conferred, (the 
*' transfer of Canals to Railway Companies), that 

* provisions have very generally been inserted in 

* these Acts with a view to the protection of the 
^ Public against the inconveniences complained of 

* by you, and by which such inconveniences would 
' become matters of reference to this Board :" and 
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further, " that no reference has been made to their 
Lordships, nor, as their Lordships are informed, 
to their predecessors, the Commissioners of Rail- 
ways, under these powers; and that it appears 
to their Lordships, therefore, unnecessary to 
seek for the assistance of the Legislature to re- 
medy these alleged evils until the existing means 
which have been provided by Parliament with 
that view, have been found to be insuffi- 
cient*." 

As regards provisions for the protection of the 
PubL'c, I am aware of the existence of such provi- 
sions, and of their entire inefficacy, particularly in 
cases bearing most severely on the Public. The evils 
against which the Public were to be protected wei'e 
and are in all cases identical — ^the remedy, a similar 
protective provision in each Act of Parliament — 
an equal measure of justice to all. Such is not the 
case — the protective clauses are in different terms. 
Compare the strict and careful provisions, inserted 

* The mo8t hurtful power which Bailways, (pouessed of Canal A^or 
vigatwn$)f now have of hiring Canal Companies to close up their 
navigations, by the imposition of prohibitive tolls, as in the case of 
the Leeds and Liverpool Canal, it would appear, is to remain un- 
touched — ^probably extended. 
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iu the case of that unimpoitaiit navigation, the 
Cromford Canal-— with the complicated proyisions 
in the case of that most important navigation, the 
Birmingham Canal, and say whether the same mea- 
sure of justice has been administered in the case of 
the poorer and less influential body — and in that 
of the richer and more powerful corporation;-— 
many lawyers, indeed, declare the provision in the 
Birmingham Canal Act to be inoperative, and en- 
tirely inefficient ; and no one who reads it but must 
acknowledge that every possible difficulty is thrown 
in the way of that redress which the clause was iti^ 
tended to afford. 

For the appointed guardians of the public in- 
terests to throw the relief of the evils complained of 
on the individual sufferers composing that Public, 
appears to me most unjust — to expect any united 
or even partial exertion in remedy of these evils, 
through the endeavour of the Proprietors of Canal 
Navigations, is absurd— the greater portion of these 
Navigations being now either the property of Rail- 
way Companies, or combined with them under 
agreements similar to that in the case of the Leeds 
and Liverpool Canal, while the managers of the still 
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independent Navigations only wait a fit opportu- 
nity to join the general combination against the 
PubUc*. 



* It was my nnsnooessfal advocacy of the views expressed in the 
foregoing Letters which led to my resignation of the Chairmanship 
of the Grand Junction Canal Company. 
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APPENDIX. 



Note A. 

On the 26th of November, 1845, Sir F. B. Head, then 
Chairman of the Grand Junction Canal Company, ad- 
dressed a Letter to the President of the Board of Trade, 
pointing out the evils which had arisen, and were likely 
to arise, through the transfer of separate links in Canal 
routes to competing Railways. On the 6th of May, 1846, 
a Select Committee of the House of Commons reported 
on the same subject, pointing out the existence of these 
very evils, and calling most forcibly on Parliament and 
the Board of Trade to guard against the same. On the 
16th of July following, by the advice and authority of the 
Honourable Board of Trade, an Act was passed, amalga- 
mating and placing under one control all the lines of Rail- 
way connecting London with Birmingham, Manchester, 
and Liverpool, &a And ten days after, on the 27th of 
July, in the face of Sir F. B. Head's remonstrance, and of 
the Report of the Select Committee of the House of Com- 
mons before referred to, an Act was passed, with the sanc- 
tion of the Board of Trade, transferring the most important 
link of the then independent line of Water communication 
connecting London with Manchester, Liverpool, and the 
Birmingham district, to the rival and amalgamated Rail- 
ways. The injustice of this measure, as regards the inde- 
pendent Navigation, is on a par with its entire sacrifice of 
the rights of the Public. 
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NoteB. 

While the Parliamentary proceedings for the transfer of 
the Trent and Mersey Canal to the North Staffordshire 
Railway were going on, a Select Committee of the House 
of Commons was appointed to inquire and report on the 
subject of Canal and Railway Amalgamation. John Lewis 
Ricardo, Esq., M. P., the chairman of the North Stafford- 
shire Railway Company, came forward as a voluntary wit- 
ness before that Committee. 

Having stated the terms of the transfer of the Canal 
to the Railway to be, '' the guarantee of a certain per- 
" centage on the capital of the Trent and Mersey Canal, on 
'^ the condition that the manojgement of (he Canal shotdd be 
" given up to the Railway;" Mr. Bicardo added, that " he 
'* undertook to promote the Railroad entirely for the benefit 

of hie constituents, who live in the Potteries; — that when 

the Railway Company got possession of the Canal, it was 
'' his intention to do all in his power to induce the goods 
" traffic to be conveyed by Canal; — ^that it was his inten- 
" tion to equalise all the Canal Tolls; — that the then 
" Canal Managers kept very univisdy, in his opinion, to the 
^^ old-fashioned principle of regulating their Tolls; they had 
" placed higher tolls on goods coming by the Maxxlesfi^ldCancU 
" than on goods coming by the Bridgewater Canal, compelling 
'^ them thereby to go round, and to use a greater length of their 
" Navigation; — that he thought this a most unwise princi- 
" pie, and should do away with it at once; — that he was very 
" much in favour of the principle of charging low tolls." 

The transfer of the Trent and Mersey Canal to the North 
Staffordshire Railway was authorised by Parliament, and 
Mr. Ricardo obtained the power to act on the Free Trade 
Liberal Principles he had enunciated. Unfortunately, the 
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Act of Transfer did not enforce, in protection of the Pub- 
lic, Mr. Bicaxdo's principles oilow and equal toUa; and Mr. 
Ricardo and the North Staffordshire Railway continue to 
the utmost the system of differential tolls on traffic pass- 
ing to or from the Macclesfield Canal, '* compelling those 
goods to be conveyed by a circuitous rotUe, and to use a 
greater portion of his Navigatioii." Mr. Ricardo had the 
satisfaction, in the present Session of Parliament, to throw 
out a bill promoted by the owners of the Macclesfield 
Canal in relief of this grievance, a bill intended to carry 
out the views and principles Mr, Ricardo had vohintarUy 
enunciated before the Select Committee of the House of 
Commons. 

As regards the equalisation of the tolls, not only are 
the differential Macclesfield Canal Tolls maintained ; but, 
while the toll on articles passing the entire length of the 
Navigation, in all ninety-two miles, and consuming a dou- 
ble supply of water, are charged a gross toll of 1& 1 1(2. per 
mile*, the same articles, if conveyed along one-half of the 
length of the Canal, are charged 2s. lO^d, Zs. l(kZ., and 
is. 9d per ton for toll, fifty, one hundred, and two hundred 
per cent, more than on the longer distance. 

As regards the benefit to his constituents, it is sufficient 
to say, that, while the charge to a Derbyshire Pottery 
Manufacturer, sending his article to the Liverpool or Man- 
chester market, is 1^. lid per ton, for the use oi ninety- 

* This Through Charge of 1*. lid per Ton is composed of a Toll of 
one fiirthing per Ton per mile on all Through Traffic. Low as this 
Toll may appear, it is too high in respect of iron, coal, slate^ stone, 
lime, manure, road materials, or manufactured articles, of which a 
fuU boat load can be carried as regards weight. It wovld not he more 
to the advantage of the Public, than it would be in the permanent 
interest of Canal Navigations, were a Through .Toll enacted on these 
articles considerably imder one farthing per Ton per mile — guarded 
of course by a minimum sum to be paid for each mile of Canal tra- 
versed by each Boat. 
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tvfo miles of the Trent and Mersey Canal, the charge to 
Mr. Ricardo's constituents of the Pottery district, Yfhen 
sending their pottery to the Birmingham, Coventry, or 
London Market, is 4^, per ton for the passage of thirty-two 
miles, or one-third of the length of the Trent and Mersey 
Navigation. The same is the just principle on which the 
back toll from Liverpool to Derby, — or f5pom London to 
Birmingham — ^for the supply of Mr, Rioardo's constituents 
of the Potteries, is regulated. 



(C.) 
Letter of T. Qrahamb, Esq. to T. Mason, Esq. 

LouDWATBB House, 13^ Januat^, 1851. 

Deab Sib, — ^I write you to explain, more plainly than I 
did at the General Meeting on the 18th Decen^bcM^y views 
as to the agreement about to be concluded between *our 
Leeds and Liverpool Canal and the London and North 
Western, the Lancaster and Yorkshire, and the Midland 
and East Lancashire Railways. 

However opposed that agreement may be to public in- 
terest, or at variance with a united Canal Policy, still, if it 
is in accordance with the permanent interests of the Leeds 
and Liverpool Canal, and if it can be safely and legally 
carried out, then my objections as a proprietor of that 
navigation are satisfied: I may distrust, but I cease to op- 
pose, the measure*. 

I expect, however, that, when the agreement is laid be- 
fore our Proprietors for approval in February next, they 
will be fully informed as to the real nature of the ar- 
rangement 

* I am far from voucliiug the correctness of such a line of con- 
duct : it is corporate not indiridual morality. 
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The contracting Railways bind themselves (as stated by 
you at our Meeting on the iSth December) to pay to the 
Leeds and Liverpool Canal Company a fixed annuity of 
41,337/.*^ and to become bound to purchase from our Canal 
Company all our carrying stock of boats, horses, and 
wharvea On the other hand, we cease to act as carriers on 
our own Navigation, and undertake to raise the tolls on 
merchandise and other articles after mentioned, to the pro- 
hibitive rate of Ijd per ton per mile, or from l^O to 250 
per cent, above the present tolls. 

To enable our Committee to carry out this agreement, 
two Resolutions were passed at the General Meeting of our 
Canal Company, held on 1 8th of last month, these are as 
follows:—* 

1st. Resolved, " That the proceedings of the Committee 
be and are hereby approved and confirmed, and 
the general terms and principles of the arrange- 
ment (as explained to the Meeting) be approved, 
and that the Committee be and are hereby au- 
thorised to proceed to the completion of the ar- 
rangement with the least possible delay." 

2nd. Resolved, "That the following scale of tolls l>c 
adopted (at such time as the Committee of Man- 
agement may fix) on the following articles, viz. 



" Merchandise, brimstone, dye wood, '^ 
Jron, timber, ironmongeiy, ma- 
chinery, grain, flour, meal, malt, 
seed, cotton, groceries, and gen- 
eral merchandise 



1 ^(1. per ion 
per mile " 



* The basis of this annuity is a Toll-rate of Id. jier ton ]xtY mi In on 
the Traffic specified in the Resolutions above (juoted, as in the yo.xr 
ending 31st December, 1849. 

D 
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These Resolutions are not framed on the intention of au- 
thorising a lease of certain of our Canal Tolls to the Bail- 
way Companies, but in the view of transferring the traffic 
and revenue derived from the passage of the articles men- 
tioned in the Second Resolution, from our Canal to the 
leasing Railways*. 

It was no doubt alleged at the Meeting of the 18th, that 
the toll of 1 id per ton per mile was not a prohibitive rate ; 
but this untenable allegation was soon receded from, and 
Mr. Pease explained to the Meeting that the traffic which 
must continue on our Canal was that which originated at 
manufactories located on the Navigation, having no access to 
the rival Railways. The lid, thus levied /rom sttch traffic 
is to be paid over to the leasing Railways in reduction of 
the annuity before mentioned. 

I have ever understood the numerous manufactories lo- 
cated on the banks of the Leeds and Liverpool Canal to be 
a good protection to the traffic. By the proposed agree- 
ment we put a stop to all increase of such establishments 
on our Canal, while the manufacturers now located on its 
course will, as soon as circumstances permit, remove to 
situations where they can escape from prohibitive tolls. 
This portion of the agreement appears to me unjust to the 
manufacturers located on the Canal, and certain to prove 
(in the end) most injurious to the interests of our Naviga- 
tion. 

Such being the terms of the agreement, I will now con- 
sider it in relation to the questions put in the commence- 
ment of this letter, viz. 

* What would be the conduct of the Legislature in case such a 
combination could be and was attempted among the operatives of the 
country, with the view of raising their (in many cases) inadequate 
wages? Would such a combination be legalised by Parliament? or 
would it be styled **an alleged evil " by the Board of Trade? 
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1^ Is the agreement in accordance with the permanent 
interests of the Leeds and Liverpool Canal undertaking? 
In other words^ will the permanent interests of the Share- 
holders of the Leeds and Liverpool Canal be best secured 
by a revenue derived from traffic carried along that Canal, 
as a route or communication between the various localities 
in its course, and as one of the links in the chain of the 
water route connecting Liverpool, Birkenhead, the Mersey, 
and the adjacent west coasts of Britain with Lancashire, 
Yorkshire, Wigan, Leeds, Hull, the Humber, and the East 
coasts of Britain? or 

Will these interests be best secured by an arrangement 
which gives to the Proprietors of the Canal an annuity, 
the condition of which is, that the Canal shall not only be 
closed against local traffic, but be rendered an obstacle to 
and not a link in the chain of water communication be- 
tween the East and West Coasts of Britain? 

Disguise it as you will, such is the real question at issue 
— ^and in my opinion it admits of but one answer — and 
that answer is equally in accordance with the rights of the 
PuUiCy the daims of connecting Navigations, and the tn* 
terests of the Leeds and Liverpool Canal Proprietors. 

Suppose, however, this question to be answered in the 
affirmative, the second question follows, viz. 

2nd, Can an agreement such as I have described, be 
legally and safely carried out? 

Previous to 1845, such an agreement would have been 
clearly illegal — Canal Companies did not then possess pow- 
ers to traffic on their own or adjacent Navigations, nor were 
they entitled to enter into permanent arrangements with 
adjacent Canals, either as to tolls or the mutual use of 
their respective Navigations — such powers were confined to 
Railways alone. 

In the year 1845, Parliament, in order to remedy this 
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inequality, passed two General Canal Acts, conferring on 
all Navigations who adopted those Acts all the powers with 
respect to agreements as to trading— tolls — and traffic — 
among themselves, as were possessed by the rival Railways; 
and this in the view of " obtaining " as stated in the recital 
of those Acts, " greater competUionfor the ptMic advantage*" 
The legality of our agreement is dependent on these Acts ; 
while the intention and effect of that agreement is to de- 
feat the purposes of the very Acts which make it legal 
and binding. 

While Railways may combine for mutual protection, and 
for competition against Canals and other rival routes, and 
while Canals can do the same, the Legislature does not 
permit or sanction such combination between Canals and 
Railways. Through inadvertence, however, Parliament 
has permitted certain important links in the chain of Bri- 
tish Canal communication to fall into the hands of adja- 
cent Railways. The result of these concessions has been 
such as might be naturally expected ; the Canals in ques- 
tion have been converted into bars to, not links in, the 
chain of British water^^communication. The present agree- 
ment is only a farther extension of this evil. 

The contracting Railways — ^the London and North- 
western, the Lancashire and Yorkshire, and the Midland, 
have become possessed of certain Canals under the autho- 
rity of Parliament; and it is as representing those Naviga- 
tions that they avail themselves of the powers of the two 
General Canal Acts of 1845, and enter into the agreement 
now under discussion. Whether our Courts of law may 
permit such a gross evasion of the avowed purposes of 
parliamentary enactments — the conversion of an enactment 
intended to promote competition for public advantage, into 
a means of putting down all mch competitio^i, and of es- 
tablishing a complete monopoly — an enactment^ intended 
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to enable Canal Companies to combine in self-defence 
against Railway competition, to be converted into a means 
whereby the general Canal interests shall be sacrificed — I 
leave it to any thinking person to decide*. 

As to the security of the measure, it is obnoxious to two 
great dangers, supposing its legality to be fully established: 

1^. You must not forget that the powers conferred on 
Canal Companies by the Acts which alone legalise them, are 
by special proviso revocable Parliament has reserved full 
power to alter, amend, or modify every concession thereby 
granted. Can any one conceive a case calling more impe- 
ratively for the exercise of these reserved powers, than 
that offered by the agreement in question? What would 
then be the situation of our Leeds and Liverpool Canal 
undertaking deprived of our traffic and revenue by our 
own act, and without power to demand any payment in 
return? 

2ndly. As to the security for the payment of the covenant* 
ed annuity — how are we to enforce it? The Railway Com- 
panies can only bind themselves as representing the Canals 
they possess, the revenues of these Canals are our only 
security — out of these we must draw our annuity. How 
this is to be effected I cannot imagine, more especially if 
our lessees are troublesome. We may enter on the posses- 
sion of the contracting Canals, and find them without 
traffic, and burdened with prohibitive tolls. Where is our 
remedy? On the score of safety alone, I see insurmount- 
able objections to the agreement. 

* When I wrote the above I was not very well informed as to the 
provisions of the Act of Parliament which gave over the Birmingham 
lines of Canal to the London and North- Western Eailway Company^ 
But I now find that the Act in question is, in principle, exactly the 
same as the agreement under discussion : in fact, it is the very model 
of that agreement, legalised by Parliament, and sanctioned by the 
Board of Trade. 
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I feel perfect confidence that an agreement, benefic ial 
to all parties — ^the Public, the Canal, and the Bailways^ 
— msj be easily arranged; but with none would I'be sa- 
tisfied, except with one where owr reverme came from its 
only legitimate source, the working and employment of our 

own Navigation, 

I am, dear Sir, 

Yours truly, 

Thomas Gbahame. 

Tliomas Mason, Esq,, 

Capt Huish. 



(D.) 



T. Geahame, Esq.y to The Right Hon. Lord Rebbsdals. 

Mr Lord, — Permit me to thank your Lordship, and to 
express my sense of your obliging attention to my late 
letters. 

I would not have again written to your Lordship, did I 
not feel anxious to relieve myself from the allegation in 
your Lordship's letter, of ''misquoting the notice from the 
Board of Trade/' 

I may have mistaken the meaning of the notice from 
the Honourable Board to your Lordship; but I think you 
must acknowledge that it would have been foolish to have 
misquoted it when sending to your Lordship a copy of that 
notice, so far as communicated to myself 

To remove all doubt of the intentions of the Honourable 
Board, I have forwarded to the Right Honourable the 
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Chairman a copy of our recent correspondence, with a let- 
ter, of which I send your Lordship a copy. From that 
letter yoiu* Lordship will perceive that I am fvJly wimble 
that the duties of yowr Lordship's most important office do 
not embrace the matter treated in my letter, and which the 
Honourable Board of Trade have delegated to your Lord- 
ship. It is this which causes me to feel most gratefully 
the very courteous manner in which your Lordship treated 
my communication. 

I am, most respectfully, 

Your Lordship's 

Most obedient, humble servant, 

Thomas Gbahamb. 



rtlNTEP IT W. B. COX, OftSAT QUKXN-BTSnT, UNCOLN'S-TITN-rmDS. 
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